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Dispatch No. 321983 
Mailing Date July 3, 2007 

OFFICE ACTION (translation) 

Patent Application No. 2002-250771 

Date of Draft of an Office Action: June 27, 2007 

Examiner: Tomoaki KAWAKftMI 3766 4J00 

Representative of Applicant: Hitoshi MAEDA (two others) 

Applied provision of Patent Law: Sections 29(1) , 29(2) , 29bis, 

36 

This application is deemed to be rejected on the following 
ground. Response to this Office Action must be filed within 
60days from the mailing date of this Action. 



[Reason 1] 

The present invention defined in the undermentioned claims were 
described in a distributed publication or made available to the 
public through electric telecommunication lines in Japan or 
elsewhere prior to the filing of the present application. 
Therefore, the invention (s) has /have been deemed unpatentable 
under Seotion 29, Sub-section 1, Paragraph 3 of the Patent Law. 

[Reason 2] 

In this application, the invention defined in the 
undermentioned claims could easily have been made , prior to the 
filing of the present application, by a person with ordinary 
skill in the art to which the invention pertains, on the basis 
of an invention or inventions described in the undermentioned 
reference (s) which was /were distributed or made available to 
the public through electric telecommunication lines in Japan 
or elsewhere prior to the filing of the present application. 
Therefore, the inventions have been deemed unpatentable under 
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Section 29(2) of the Patent Law. 
[Reason 3] 

In this application, the invention defined in the 
undermentioned claims is identical with an invention disclosed 
in the specification or drawings originally attached to the 
request of the undermentioned application for a patent which 
was filed earlier than the present application and for which 
the laying open for public inspection was effected after the 
filing of the present application, nevertheless the inventors 
in this application are not identical as the inventor of the 
invention in the aforementioned application, and the applicant 
of the present application is not identical as the applicant 
of the earlier application, at the time of filing of the present 
application. Therefore, the inventions have been deemed 
unpatentable under Section 2 Mais of the Patent Law. 

[Reason 4] 

In this application , the detailed description of the invention 
of the specification does not fulfill the requirements under 
Section 36, Paragraph 4 of the Patent Law, in view of following 
points . 

[Reason 5] 

In this application, the description of claims do not fulfill 
the requirements under Section 3 6, Sub- Section 6, Paragraph 1 
of the Patent Law, in view of following points. 

Note (Refer to List for Cited References and the like) 

1. With respect to <Reasons 1 and 2> 

• Claims; 1 to 4 

• Cited References; 1, 2 

• Remark; 

■ References 1 and 2 disclose polymer alloy including (A) and 
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(B) specified in the present invention. Also, References 1 and 
2 disclose to compound cross-linking agent to the polymer alloy 
as veil as a use purpose of the polymer alloy (fuel hose) 
(particularly see Reference 1 : [Claims] , [0001], [0011], 
Reference 2: [Claims], [0001], [0011]. In the (B) , since a 
congeneric polymer is used to an identical usage , it is deemed 
that the monomer ratio of the present invention is fulfilled 
properly) . 

Therefore, the invention defined in Claims 1 to 4 of the 
present application are identical to the invention (s) described 
in References 1, 2 and it could easily have been made, by one 
skilled in the art. 

2. With respect to <Reaaon 3> 

• Claims; 1 to 4 

• Reference; 3 

• Remark; 

- In a specification originally attached to a request of 
Reference 3 (herein after referred as "Cited Specification 3") , 
polymer alloy including (A) and (B) specified in the present 
invention and disclose to compound cross-linking agent to the 
polymer alloy as well as a use purpose of the polymer alloy (fuel 
hose) (particularly see Cited Specification 3 : [Claims] , 

[0001]) . 

Therefore, the inventions defined in Claims 1 to 4 of the 
present application are identical to that of described in Cited 
Specification 3. 

List for Cited References 

1. Japanese Patent laid open No. 07-179710 

2. Japanese Patent laid open No. 07-149990 

3. Japanese Patent Appln. No. 2001-214092 (refer to laid open 
No. 2003-026861) 
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3. With respect to <Reason 4> 
(a) 

Although the » (A) " described in Claim 1 includes a lot o£ rubber, 
in the detailed explanation of the invention discloses only 
embodiments 1 to 7 (nitrile content: [0017] , Mooney 
viscosity: [0023]) . In view of this, in a field of material 
filed which is difficult to expect an effect, regarding a other 
portion included in the claim, it is not deemed that a person 
who skilled in the art to which the invention pertains can carry 
out thereof, even considering technically common knowledge. 

<b) 

Although the w (B) " described in Claim 1 includes a lot of resin, 
in the detailed explanation of the invention discloses only 
embodiments 1 to 7 (Hw: [0032], Sg: [0033], [0055] (measuring 
method) , an average particle diameter: [0035] , [0055] 
(measuring method)) . In view of this, in a field of material 
filed which is difficult to expect an effect, regarding a other 
portion included in the claim, it is not deemed that a person 
who skilled in the art to which the invention pertains can carry 
out thereof, even considering technically common knowledge. 

Therefore, the detailed explanation of the invention does not 
describe the invention defined in Claims 1 to 4, in a manner 
sufficiently clear and complete for the invention to be carried 
out by one skilled in the art. 

5. With respect to <Reason 5> 
(A) 

Although the " (A) " described in Claim 1 includes a lot of rubber, 
in the detailed explanation of the invention discloses only 
embodiments 1 to 7 (nitrile content: [0017] , Moony 
viscosity: [0023]) . In view of this, in a field of material 
filed which is difficult to expect an effect, regarding a other 
portion included in the claim exceeding the original disclosure 



4 



From : MAEDASSUZUK I ffifB»*^FF 0352810680 



2007/09/20 11:52 W14 P. 006/007 



of the detailed explanation of the invention, it is not deemed 
that a person who skilled in the art to which the invention 
pertains can extend or generalize the specified contents to 
whole scope of the claim, even considering technically common 
knowledge . 

(B) 

Although the « (B) " described in Claim 1 includes a lot of resin, 
in the detailed explanation of the invention discloses only 
embodiments 1 to 7 (Mw: [0032] , Tg: [0033] , [005S] (measuring 
method), an average particle diameter: [0035], [0055] 
(measuring method)) . In view of this, in a field of material 
filed which is difficult to expect an effect, regarding a other 
portion included in the claim exceeding the original disclosure 
of the detailed explanation of the invention, it is not deemed 
that a person who skilled in the art to which the invention 
pertains can extend or generalize the specified contents to 
whole scope of the claim, even considering technically common 
knowledge . 

Therefore, the inventions defined in Claims 1 to 4 are not 
described in the detailed explanation of the invention. 



Record of result for prior art search 

• Field of search IPC C0817/00-23/00 

■ Prior art references JP 09-208747 Al 
JP2001-288303 Al 
JP2001-151946 Al 

This reoord of result for prior art search does not constitute 
reason for rejection. 



If there are any questions or seek to interview, please contact 
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to the following; 

JPO Examination 3rd Department: Polymer molecule, 

Tomoaki KAWAKAMI 

TEL: 03-3581-1011 ext. 3493 

FAX: 03-3501-0698 



